Abstract-Twenty-two paticnfs who had undergone unilateral anterior resection of either the left (LT) or right (RT) temporal lobe and 13 normal control (NC) subjects were tested on a lexicaldecision task and a story-memory task. Stimuli were presented aurally. and. in the latter task, at five different speech rates ranging from 125 words per minute (wpm) to 325 wpm. Memory for stories in the LT group was not abnormally sensitive to the effect of increasing rate. although it was inferior to that of the NC group at all speeds. This argues against the hypothesis that the verbal memory defcit evident after LT resection is partially attributable to an abnormally slow processing of verbal information.
INTRODUCTION
IT IS WELL ESTABLISHED that left anterior temporal-lobe resection impairs memory for verbal material. Indeed, impoverished memory for short prose passages (four or five sentences in length) remains, in our experience, the most conspicuous deficit exhibited by patients with such removals [6] . This deficit may, in part, be attributable to impaired processing of the material to be remembered: in particular, indirect evidence from several studies [ 12, 16, 191 indicates that patients with a left anterior temporal-lobe excision are impaired relative to those with right temporal-lobe excisions and normal subjects at assimilating and making use of information under time pressure. The question therefore arises as to whether, after left anterior temporal-lobe resection. patients are able to process verbal information as rapidly as normal subjects. This hypothesis was first suggested by BLAKEMORE and FALCONER [a], and was examined by FRISK and MILNER [7] in the visual modality.
FRISK and MILNER [7] assessed comprehension of single words and short prose passages at three different presentation rates, using a rapid serial visual presentation (RSVP) procedure. For all groups, comprehension of stories decreased with increasing rate of presentation, and, although the left temporal-lobe group with large hippocampal removals made more errors than other groups when recognizing story content, their performance was not differentially impaired by increasing rate of presentation, relative to that of other groups. Despite these negative findings for visually presented material, the possibility remains that different results might be obtained in the auditory modality. The neural substrates of auditory and visual language processing are not identical [8, 143, and converging evidence 
